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a work that dwells chiefly upon conduct, even although its sphere 
be that of "Christian ethics." At the same time these sermons, 
it must be admitted, subserve a special purpose as compared with 
others. They will recommend themselves to some minds because 
they embody a fairly-sustained effort to show that Christian moral- 
ity depends, if not entirely, at least vitally, upon a special revela- 
tion preserved to the ages in a special doctrinal scheme. Too eccle- 
siastical for the average philosopher, and perhaps too pietistic for the 
plain man, they nevertheless merit commendation for a consistency 
and moderation that can hardly be always expected in quarters 
where " each revealed dogma" is supposed to become " a germ of 
moral power." R. M. W. 

The Life of Jesus Critically Examined. By Dr. David Fried- 
rich Strauss. Translated from the Fourth German Edition, by 
George Eliot. Second Edition, with an Introduction, by Otto 
Pfleiderer, D.D., Professor of Theology in the University of 
Berlin. London : Swan Sonnenschein & Co. New York : 
Macmillan & Co. Pp. xxxviii, 784. Price, \$s. 

While it is unnecessary at this date to enter upon any detailed 
review of a work so classical as the "Leben Jesu" of Strauss, 
Messrs. Sonnenschein's enterprise in reissuing George Eliot's 
Translation is an event that calls no less for notice than for warm 
commendation. This epoch-making book was first published in 
1835. The future novelist based her rendering on the edition of 
1840, and it was published in three volumes by Chapman in 1848, 
but has long been out of print. The present convenient and cheap 
issue ought to receive cordial support from all students of specu- 
lative theology, ethics, and New Testament criticism, not only for 
its own sake, but also on account of the Introduction, wholly ad- 
mirable within its limits, supplied by Dr, Pfleiderer. 

The interest of Strauss's criticism is now almost exclusively mat- 
ter of history. But, viewed thus, a knowledge of its import is 
absolutely essential to competent understanding of the progress of 
criticism upon the Gospel narrative since the time of Paulus and 
the German rationalists. Prior to the "Leben Jesu" the object of 
criticism had been the elucidation or explanation of the Gospel 
stories, always on the assumption that they were substantially his- 
torical. Miracles and other marvellous events were treated either 
as imaginative conceptions of enthusiastic contemporaries, or were 
twisted into semblance of possibility by ingenious interposition of 
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natural causes ; that is, the Gospels were taken literally, and their 
moral content was obscured by the attempt to bring their excep- 
tional details into conformity with modern rationalistic ideas. The 
real point of New Testament investigation, which lies in consider- 
ation of the value of the narratives themselves as documentary evi- 
dence, was not yet apparent. No doubt certain critics, like Schlei- 
ermacher and his school, had assumed that one Gospel (in this case 
John's) was more credible than the others. It was reserved for 
Strauss to show that, from this stand-point, all were alike unworthy 
of credence. His originality, as Dr. Pfieiderer rightly remarks, 
did not lie in his invention of the " mythical theory," usually as- 
sociated with his name, but in the rigidly merciless consistency 
with which the Gospel narratives were examined in toto and con- 
demned. " Strauss was hated," as Bauer truly said, " because the 
spirit of the time was unable to look upon its own portrait, which 
he held up before it in faithful, clearly-drawn lines. The spirit of 
this age resists with all its power the proof of its ignorance about 
a matter of which it has long thought itself certain. Instead of 
acknowledging what had to be acknowledged, if any progress was 
to be made, all possible attempts were instituted to create fresh 
illusions as to the true state of the case, by reviving absolute hy- 
potheses and by theological charlatanism. But a higher certainty 
as to the truth of the gospel history can be attained in no other 
way than by acknowledging, on the basis of Strauss's criticism, 
that our previous knowledge is no knowledge at all." 

Strauss rendered an examination of the documents themselves 
inevitable. The result of this, in the hands of later critics, was a 
new estimate of the value of the Gospels as histories ; and this, in 
turn, led to those fresh views of the life of Jesus which have rein- 
terpreted the moral significance of his office in the development of 
the race, and which have induced that ideal construction of his 
mission now so often termed the rediscovery of Christ by the nine- 
teenth century. It is as impossible to apprehend either the start- 
ing-point or scope of this inquiry as it is to determine its essentially 
positive, rather than negative, import without reference to Strauss. 
The materials for this indispensable study now brought within the 
reach of all students deserve and ought to receive the warmest 
recognition. R. M. W. 



